political, and intellectual processes of life. It is not
the consciousness of human beings that determines
their existence, but, on the contrary, it is their social
existence that determines their consciousness."1
He wants science to be re-organized so that it may
consciously, and hence, in his view, more efficiently,
fulfil its social functions as outlined by Marx in this
quotation. This, he asserts, should not interfere
with the freedom of science. In fact, he professes
that the very essence of science is the spirit of free
inquiry (p. 410); that science must be able and
willing to defend its theses against all comers,
not excluding but encouraging critics of all kinds
(p. 278); that we should guard against the possible
risk of restricting the freedom of science or limiting
its imaginative possibilities (p. 261).

My purpose in this essay is to examine briefly the
Marxist claims, and those of Professor Bernal in
particular, for a radical reconsideration and re-
adjustment of the duties of science, and the assur-
ances, accompanying these claims, that they will not
impair the vital rights of science.

SCIENCE : PUBE AND APPLIED

The main points at issue are comprised in the
relationship of pure and applied science; I will
therefore deal with this relationship in some detail.

In Marxism a distinction between pure science,
which seeks to find truth for its own sake, "and the
application of science to practical purposes is not
admitted, because all intellectual processes are
assumed to be equally determined by the mode of

1 Karl Marx, A Contribution to the Critique of Political
Economy (Preface).
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